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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 3, 5, 9 and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
There are typographic errors in each of these claims: the subject matter "connection 
even" should be "connection event". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 and 7, respectively recites the limitation "the call". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamalainen et al. (US 6,363,252) in view of Salonaho et la. (US 6,317,600) and further 
in view of Jain et al. (US 2004/0185868). 
(1) with regard to claim 1: 

Hamalainen et al. discloses a system, comprising: measuring the interference 
level in a candidate timeslot (column 6, lines 20 - 61); measuring the path loss between 
a base station and a WTRU (wireless transmit/receiver unit) (column 5, lines 45 - 50); 
measuring the total transmit power of the base station (column 6, lines 1 - 15); 
determining a fading average signal-to-interference ratio (column 7, lines 16 - 30). 

Hamalainen et al. does not disclose determining a thermal noise level; and a 
ratio R, wherein if the ratio R is above a certain threshold the connection event will be 
accepted and if below the threshold it will be rejected. 

Jain et al. teaches determining a thermal noise level (paragraph [0018]). It would 
have been desirable to determine the thermal noise level because it would make 
estimation for the load of the network more accurate by taking into account the effect of 
thermal noise in the network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the method as taught by Jain et al. 
in the system of Hamalainen et al. 

Salonaho et al. teaches calculating a ratio R, wherein if the ratio R is above a 
certain threshold a connection event will be accepted and rejected if below the threshold 
(column 5, lines 6- 25; column 6, 1 - 10; L is a ratio and K is a threshold; and reducing 
the load is a connection event). It would have been desirable to calculate a ratio, 
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wherein if the ratio is above a certain threshold a connection event will be accepted and 
rejected if below the threshold because it would improve the quality of the network and 
prevent overload situation from happening in the network. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
method as taught by Salonaho et al. in the system of Hamalainen et al. 
6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Granlund 
et al. (US 5,710,974) in view of Salonaho et la. (US 6,317,600) and Jain et aL (US 
2004/0185868) and further in view of Brouwer (US 6,760,303). 
(1) with regard to claim 2: 

Granlund et al. further discloses the base station and the WTRU are within the 
same cell (column 4, lines 30 - 32). However, Granlund et al. does not disclose 
obtaining a value which relates to the link gain between a base station and a WTRU 
operating in an adjacent cell. 

Brouwer teaches obtaining a value which relates to the link gain between a base 
station and a WTRU operating in an adjacent cell (column 9, lines 55 - 63). It would 
have been desirable to obtain a value which relates to the link gain between a base 
station and a WTRU operating in an adjacent cell because it would provide a more 
accurate measurement for determining the power received by the base station. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the method as taught by Brouwer in the system of Granlund et al. 
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7. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Granlund 
et al. (US 5,710,974) in view of Hamalainen et al. (US 6,363,252), Salonaho et la. (US 
6,317,600) and Jain et al. (US 2004/0185868). 
(1) with regard to claim 7: 

Granlund et al. discloses a system, comprising: measuring the interference level 
in a candidate timeslot (column 5, lines 44 - 47); measuring the path loss between a 
base station and a WTRU (wireless transmit/receiver unit) (column 5, lines 35 - 40); 
determining the transmission power of an existing connection that is similar to the 
connection event (column 6, line 1). 

Granlund et al. does not disclose measuring the total transmit power of the base 
station; determining a thermal noise level; and a ratio R, wherein if the ratio R is above 
a certain threshold the connection event will be accepted and if below the threshold it 
will be rejected. 

Hamalainen et al. teaches measuring the total transmit power of the base station 
(column 6, lines 1 - 15). It would have been desirable to measure the total transmit 
power of the base station because, it would make decision for processing handoff more 
accurate. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the method as taught by Hamalainen et al. in the system 
of Granlund et al. 

Jain et al. teaches determining a thermal noise level (paragraph [0018]). It would 
have been desirable to determine the thermal noise level because it would make 
estimation for the load of the network more accurate by taking into account the effect of 
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thermal noise in the network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the method as taught by Jain et al. 
in the system of Granlund et al. 

Salonaho et al. teaches calculating a ratio R, wherein if the ratio R is above a 
certain threshold a connection event will be accepted and rejected if below the threshold 
(column 5, lines 6 - 25; column 6, 1 - 10; L is a ratio and K is a threshold; and reducing 
the load is a connection event). It would have been desirable to calculate a ratio, 
wherein if the ratio is above a certain threshold a connection event will be accepted and 
rejected if below the threshold because it would improve the quality of the network and 
prevent overload situation from happening in the network. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
method as taught by Salonaho et al. in the system of Granlund et al. 
8. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Granlund 
et al. (US 5,710,974) in view of Hamalainen et al. (US 6,363,252), Salonaho et la. (US 
6,317,600) and Jain et al. (US 2004/01 85868) and further in view of Brouwer (US 
6,760,303). 

(1) with regard to claim 8: 

Granlund et al. further discloses the base station and the WTRU are within the 
same cell (column 4, lines 30 - 32). However, Granlund et al. does not disclose 
obtaining a value which relates to the link gain between a base station and a WTRU 
operating in an adjacent cell. 
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Brouwer teaches obtaining a value which relates to the link gain between a base 
station and a WTRU operating in an adjacent cell (column 9, lines 55 - 63). It would 
have been desirable to obtain a value which relates to the link gain between a base 
station and a WTRU operating in an adjacent cell because it would provide a more 
accurate measurement for determining the power received by the base station. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the method as taught by Brouwer in the system of Granlund et al. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 3-6 and 9-12 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 13 - 17 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bo Hui A. Zhu whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 10am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571)272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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